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October 10, 2003

Chalrman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commisslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am wiiting to volee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technofogy for digital television. As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, cohaumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer eléctronles must be rooted In manufacturers’ ablity to Inhovate for thelr
customers. Allowlhg movie studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studlos to tell technelogists
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result In me belhg charged more money for Inferlor functionallty.

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an investment In DTV-capable recelvers
anhd other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digltal television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Michael Sattler

53 States Street

San Francisco, CA 94114
Usa
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Qctober 10, 2003

Chalrman Michael K. Powell

Federal Cemmunleations Commlssion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am writing to velce my opposlition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digital television. As a
cohsumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abliity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowlng movie studlos to veto features of DTV.receptlon equipment will enable the studlos to tell technologlsts
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly retiect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more maoney for Inferlor functionallty.

If the FCC lssues a broadcast flag mandate, [ would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywsed. Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digltal televislon. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Zach Malmgren
127 Hines
Peorla, IL 61614
USA
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October 10, 2003

Chalrman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communleations Commlsslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

[ am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television. As a
consumer and citizen, 1 feel strangly that such a polley would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the uitimate
adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronles must be rooted in manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowling movile studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers |lke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more meoney for Inferlor functionality.

It the FCC lssues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less lkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that [imit my tights at the behest of Hollywood. Flease do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digltal television. Thank you for your time,

Sinceraly,

Judson Dunn

4707 Pln Oak Park #1031
Houston, TX 77081

USA
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Octobexr 10, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street. NU

Washington., D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadecast
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
mnanufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowving movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists vhat nev products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect vhat consumers like me actually want, and it could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the beshest of Hollyvood. Please do not

mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Riana Pfefferkorn
46676 Windmill Drive
Fremont., CA 94539
USA
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Qctober 10, 2003

Chalrman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commlssion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

| am writing to velee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television. As a
cohsumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innavatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' ability to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowihg movle studlos to veto features of DTVereceptioh equipment will enable the studios to tell technologlsts
what new preducts they can create, This will result in products that don't necessarlly reflect what consurners ke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for inferlor functionality.

If the FCC Issues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that [Imit my rights at the behest of Hoilywood, Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digltal television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Robert kaye

713 Grand Ave #4

San Luls Oblspo, CA 93401
USA
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October 10, 2003

Chaioman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-rnandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digtal
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consurner

tights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior

functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadeast flag mandate, [ would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood.
Please deo not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television, Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Michael Alderete

569 Haight Street

San Francisco, CA 94117
Usa
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October 10, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Comtmission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

! am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital television. As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create. Thig will reqult in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me sctuelly want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadeast flag mandate, [ would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment. I will not pay mere for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

veth wandersman

210 rivington st

apt 7

New York, NY 10002
Usa
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Octobexr 10, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, HW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am writing to voiee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel

strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust., competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists vhat new products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functiocnality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast'flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay
nore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not

mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank vou for your time.

Sincerely.

Aaron Edberg

210 Starlane Drive
La Canada, C& 91011
USA
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October 10, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for
their customners. Allowing mowvie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equiprment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior

functionality,

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DT V.capable
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Rob Blackwelder

280 Lenox Ave, Suite Q
Qaldand, CA 94610
USA
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October 10, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am wnting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital
television. As 4 consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innavate for
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DT V-capable
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadeast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincére]y,

Andrew Garcia

1022 Pierce St

San Francisco, CA 94115
Usa
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October 11, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Comrmnission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veta features of DTV-reception equipment wilt enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect
what consurners like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior

functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadeast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable
receivers and other equipment. I will riot pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Richard Watt

603 Wild Forest Dr,
Homewood, AL 35209
USA
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October 11, 2003

Chaipman Michael . Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digytal
television. As a consumer and citizen, [ feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
rights, and the ultmate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in produects that don't necessarly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferor
functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, 1 would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywoad.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag techniology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Michael Rush

3809 Fairway Circle
Las Vegas, NV 89108
USA
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October 11, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commigsion
445 |2th Street, NW

Washingten, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

1 am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital television. As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTVereception equipment will snable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior finctionality.

If the FCC iswnes a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capeble receivers and other
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Brian Nicks

952 Castlewood Dr. Apt |
Los Qatos, CA 95032
usa
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October 11, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital
television. As 2 consumer and citizen, [ feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innevation, consumer
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, compettive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
their customers, Allowing movie studios to veto features of DT V-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadeast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable
receivers and other equipment. [ will not pay more for devices that limit my rghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your timne.

Sincerely,

Alan G Oleski

114 Thome Dr.
Bethpage, NY 11714
USA
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October 11, 2003

Chalrman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commilgsion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

| am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manutacturers' abllity to Innovate for their
customers. Allowing movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studlos to tell technologlsts
what hew products they can create. This will result In products that don't neeessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionallty.

If the FCC lssues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be (ess |lkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers

and other equlpment. | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technalogy for digltal televislon. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Matt Hartman

372 Hatley Circle NE
Concord, NC 28028
USA



Fage 1 of 1 7:16:36 AM, 10/11/03 5413023099

October 11, 2003

Chairman Michael K, Powell

Federal Communications Commission
4435 12th Street, NW

‘Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer
and citizen, 1 feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me achially want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues & broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other

equipment. [ will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

richard gillam

&2 old route one
Hancock, ME 04640
usa
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October 11, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street. RV

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michaesl Powell.

I am vwriting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV.

4 robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Alloving movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what nev products thev can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect vhat consumers like me actually want, and it could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay
nore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely.

Steve Pelletier
1231 QOaklawn Rd
Arcadia, CA 91006
USA
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October 11, 2003

Chairman Michael K, Powell

Federal Communicattons Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washingten, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer

rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, compettive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for
their customners, Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessanly reflect

what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay mere for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television, Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Andrew Sawczyn
1661 Fearn Circle
Atlanta, GA 30319
Usa
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October 11, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

1 am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digjtal television. As a consumer
and citizen, ] feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, congumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing
movi¢ studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologlets what new products they can
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me achially want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadeast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to meke an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment. | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Holtywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

William Melntyre
2107 Sth Ave
Longmont, CO 80501
usa
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Qctober 11, 2003

Chalrman Michzel K. Powell

Federal Communications Commisslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20564

Dear Michael Powell,

I am writhg to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television. As a
consumer and cltizen, 1 feel strangly that such a polley would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowlng movle studios to veto features of DTV.reception equipment will ehable the studios to tell technologlsts
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functiohallty.

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investment in DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digltal televislon. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Lee Wilmeth

1104 Cypress Count
Mansfleld, TX 76063
USA
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Thursday, October 16 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Chairman Powell,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer produets, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

1n addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend’s
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do T have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Jeremy Putnam

4857 Southridge Dr.
Salt Lake City, UT 84118
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Thursday, October 16 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Chairman Powell,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, [ can be more than a passive recipient of content - I can modify, create, and participate. I can
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an emall clip of my
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience mare enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Jerry Armour

7016 Pioneer Way E.
Puyallup, WA 98371



Jo: Page 1 of 1 2003-10-16 22:44:58 (GMT) 16506181679 From:

Thursday, October 16 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Chairman Powell,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” [ am gravely
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that
are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content — I can modify, create, and
participate. I can record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home
movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this
control and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digitai television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable,
flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television,
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Kevin Smith

137 Memory Lane
Lexingtor, SC 29073
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Thursday, October 16 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Chairman Powel],

As a consumer of broadeast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadecast flag." | am gravely concerned that
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enioy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment. The broadeast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

1f the move to digital television does not make the public’s viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciling, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer lo buy new digital equipment? A pretlier TV
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Joseph G. Renauer

1416 Shepherd Drive
Naperville, IL 60565
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Thursday, October 16 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Chairman Powell,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, ] urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” I am gravely
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way [ enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that
are more expensive and [ess valuable.

In addition, [ am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, | can be more than a passive recipient of content - [ can modify, create, and
participate. [ can record TV to watch [ater; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home
movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this
control and flexihility that T enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable,
flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with ail my current
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Kevin Lemberger

16757 Stanford St.
Forest Lake, MN 55025
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Thursday, October 16 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Chairman Powell,

As a consumer of broadcast televisian, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television,

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition wiil be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies te hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can madify, create, and participate. Ican
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience mare enjoyahle, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Chris Ramseyer

4371 Atlanta Ave
Indianapolis, IN 46241



